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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana dismissed Glenn D. Chupp’s
amended prisoner complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A for failure to state a claim. The court held that
the allegations concerning medication, disciplinary write-ups, Centurion Health, and Mr. Grant did not
plausibly establish that either defendant violated Chupp’s rights.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Prisoner civil-rights complaint screened under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A after
the plaintiff was granted leave to amend; the amended complaint was
dismissed for failure to state a claim.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A, the court must review a prisoner complaint
and dismiss it if it is frivolous or malicious, fails to state a claim upon
which relief may be granted, or seeks monetary relief from an immune
defendant. The complaint must contain sufficient factual matter to
state a claim for relief that is plausible on its face.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the amended prisoner complaint stated a plausible claim for relief against Centurion Health and
Grant.

2. Whether dismissal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A was proper after the plaintiff had already been given an
opportunity to amend.

HOLDINGS

1. The amended complaint failed to state a claim because it did not allege sufficient facts from which it
could plausibly be inferred that either defendant violated Chupp's rights.

2. Dismissal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A was proper because the amended complaint still failed to state a
claim after Chupp had been given an opportunity to correct the deficiencies in his original complaint.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A document filed pro se is to be liberally construed, and a pro se complaint, however inartfully pleaded,
must be held to less stringent standards than formal pleadings drafted by lawyers.” (94)

“to state a claim to relief that is plausible on its face.” (570)

“where the well-pleaded facts do not permit the court to infer more than the mere possibility of misconduct,
the complaint has alleged—but it has not shown—that the pleader is entitled to relief.” (679)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Chupp alleged that he was diagnosed with mental illness in 2018, arrived at Westville in 2021, was prescribed
medication, and later resumed taking medication after completing Recovery While Incarcerated and having his
sentence-modification request denied. He alleged that he received nine disciplinary write-ups because he was not
taking medication, but did not explain how Centurion Health was responsible or identify Mr. Grant or describe
his involvement.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Glenn D. Chupp filed a one-paragraph complaint that did not state a claim. The court granted leave to amend,
but after reviewing the amended complaint, dismissed the action under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A because it still failed
to allege facts plausibly showing that either defendant violated his rights.
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